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capacity of the So date des Droits d'Auteurs et Compositeurs
de Musique (SACEM) of Paris was subject to French law
but thought that article 1832 of the Civil Code, common to
France and Belgium, should receive the Belgian interpreta-
tion rather than the French so as to deny legal personality to
a soc^ete civile.** A strange view. The law presiding over the
creation of an association should be exactly applied without
interference of the municipal law, whether it grants more or
less autonomy. The mistake is instructive. Also common law
courts have not hesitated at times to apply their own special
construction to an association organized in another state under
common law, we shall encounter immediately such a de-
cision.
2. American Law
(a) Quasi corporations. Apart from general partnerships,
it seems to me that, although no unequivocal commitment
to a formulated rule can be ascertained, practically the law
under which a limited partnership, a business trust, or a joint
stock corporation has been organized, clearly forms the law
determining the extent of its corporate advantages. The
above-mentioned examinations of business trust relations
have led to the clear conclusion that New York courts have
"fully recognized the status of a business trust" as reflected
in the decisions of the Massachusetts courts.56 A Michigan
limited partnership association was thoroughly analyzed by
the Supreme Court of California, which found that under
the Michigan statute, the association had so many corporate
powers that it should be deemed a foreign corporation at
least for the purpose of the power to hold and convey real
55  Cass. Belg-e (November 12, 1935) 3 Giur. Comp. DIP. No. 131. Contra:
ILLCH, ibid.
56 Burgoyne v. James (1935)  156 Misc. 859, 282 N. Y. Supp. 18; Textile
Properties v. Whittall Ass. (1934)  157 Misc. 108, 282 N. Y. Supp. 17.